OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION

77 South High Street, Room 1629
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0303
(614) 466-0880

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

NOTE: Applicant should consult the "Instructions for Cormplefion of Project Application”
) for assistance in the proper completion of this form,
APPLICANT NAME City of Cincinnati
STREET 801 Plum Street
CITY/ZIP Cincinpnati 45202
PROJECT NAME Hami1ton. Avenue Rehabilitation
PROJECT TYPE Street yehabilitation
TOTAL COST § 300,000
DISTRICT NUMBER 2
COUNTY Hami1ton
PROJECT LOCATION ZIP CODE 45224

Tnis seclion fo pe complsied by Distilct Committes ONLY:

DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION
AMOUNT OF REQUEST: S 130,000.00

FUNDING SOURCE (Check Only One):

X State lssue 2 District Allocation

State Issue 2 Small Government Funds
State lssue 2 Emergency Funds

Local Transportation Improvement Program

Tnis section to be completed by CPWC ONLY:

OPWC PROJECT NUMBER:

OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT:




1.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

CONTACT PERSON
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CItY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

PROJECT MGR
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

DiSTRICT LIAISON
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

pDoug Perry

Senior Engineer

801 Plum Street

Room 435, City Hall

Cincinnati 45202

513 ) _352 - 3407

) -

Scott Johnson

City Manager

801 Plum Street

Room 152, City Hall

Cincinnati 4520

513 ) _352 - 3241

) -

Frank Dawson

Director of Finance

801 Plum Street

Room 250, City Hall

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

513 ) 352 -3732

) -

Bob Cordes

Principal Highway Design Engineer

801 Plum Street

Room 435, City Hall

Cincinnati 45202
( 513 ) 352 - 3409
( ) -

William Brayshaw

Deputy County Engineer

138 East Court Street

County Administration Bdﬂding

Cincinnati 452072
¢ 513 ) 632 - 8523
( ) -




2.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE

ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
START DATE COMPLETE DATE

2.1 ENGR. DESIGN 10/ 1/ 89 4 /1 / 90
2.2 BID PROCESS 4/ 1 /90 6 /1 / 90
2.3 CONSTRUCTION 6/ 1/ 90 6 / 1 [/ 9

3.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

3.1 PROJECT NAME: Hamilton Avenue Rehabilitation

3.2  BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. SPECIFIC LOCATION: Hamilton Avenue from Llanfair Avenue ta
Corporation Line (see attached map)

B. PROJECT COMPONENTS:

Rehabilitation of existing roadway including repair and replacement
of curb, removal of existing asphalt surface, base and joint repairs,
inlet and connection pipe repairs, casting adustments and resurfacing
with a minimum of 2 inches of asphaltic concrete.

C. PHYSICAL DlMENSIONS/CHARACTERISTICS:
Roadway is 4 lanes, 40 feet wide and 4400 feet long.

D. DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

- 3.3 REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION
Attach Pages. o



4.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

4.1 PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round to Nearest Dollar):

a) Project Engineering Costs:
1. Preliminary Engineering
2. Final Design
3. Construction Supervision
D) Acquisition Expenses
1. Land

S

S

$

S

2. Right-of-Way §
c) Construction Costs g_ 260,000.00

§

S

S

d)  Equipment Costs
e) Other Direct Expenses
) Contingencies

g)  TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS 300,000

42 TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT $_ 300,000.00

4.3 TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT
NEW/EXPANSION S__-

4.4 PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

Dollars %
a) Local In-Kind Contributions S
b) | ocal Public Revenues s 170,000 57
c) Local Private Revenues $
) Other Public Revenues
1. State of Ohio 3
2. Federal Programs $ :
e) OPWC Funds § 130,000 43
f)  TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES ¢_ 300,000 100
4.5 STATUS OF FUNDS Local Share of the project costs will come
from Capital Improvement Funds which will be
Attach Documentation. approved as part of the City's 1990 budget.

Capitla Funds come from City income tax revenue
and the sale of bonds,

4.6 PREPAID ITEMS
Aftach Page.



5.0 APPLICANT CERIIFICATIUN

The Applicant Certifies That: )

As the officlal rapresentative of the Applicant, the undersigned ceriifles: that he/she Is isgally empowered fo represent
the applicant In both requesting and accepting financial assistance as provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohlo
Revised Code; fhat to the best of his/her knowledga and bellef, all representafions that are a parf of this application
are frue and coirect; that all officlal documants and commitmants of the applicant that are a part of this appllication
have been duly authorized by ihe governing body of the Appllcant; and, should the requestad financlal assistance
be provided, that In the executicn af this project, the Appllcant wil comply with all assurances required by Ohlo law.
including those Involving minarify business utliization, equal employment opportunity, Buy Ohle, and prevallng wages.

SCOTT JOHNSON , CITY MANAGER
Certifying Represgfitative (Type Name and Title)

Signature/Date Signed

Applicant shall circla the approprate respense to the statemnents.
in my project application, | have included e following:

@ NO Two-year Malntenance of Local Effort Report as required In 164-1-12 of
the Ohlo Administrative Code.

subdivision).

A4 of s

@ NO- A registered professonal enginest’s esfimate of useful ite as required In 164-1-13 of the
Ohie Adminisirative Code.
@ NO . A registered professlonal englnaef’s astimate of cost as raquired in 164-1-14 and 164-1-14
ol the Ohio Administrative Code.
@ NO Two (2) coplas of a 5-year Capiial Improvements Report have been submitted fo my Distact
Integrating Commiftea as requited In 164-1-31 of the Ohlo Administrative Code.
@ NO A “status of funds® report per sectlon 4.5 of this appllcation.
YES NO m A copy of the cooperative agresmant (for projects invalving mora than one
YES NO @ Coples of all warranis for those terms Identified as ‘pre-pald* In section
application.

6.0 DISTRICT COMMITTEE CERTIFICATION

The District Integrating Committee for District Number 2
That: ’ .

Certifies

- As theofficial representativa of the District Public Works Intagrating Commilttes, the undersigned heteby cerfifies: "that
this application for financial assstance as provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohlo Revised Code has been duly
_salected by the appropilate body of the Distict Publlc Works, Infegrating Committee: that the project’s selection was
bosed entlrely on an objective, District-orlented set of project svaluation criterla and selaction methodology that are
fulty reflectlve of and in conformance with Ohlo Revisad Code sactions 164,05, 164,06, and 164.14, and Chapter 164-

1 of the Ohlo Administrative Code: and that the amount of financlal osslstance hersby recommended has bean
prudently derlved In consideration of all other finonclal resources avalable to the project, As evidence of fhe

Distrlct’s due consideration of required project evaluation cilterla, the results of this project‘s ratings under
ate attached to this application.

Donald C. Schramm, Chairperson, Dist. 2 Integrating Committee
Cerlifying Representative (fype Name and Title) ‘

o ald €. %W/ LSadS GO

‘Sifpatire/Date &Gned 7

such criterla



f

- OCTOBER 31, 1989

2 YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

CINCINNATI CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET, 1988

PROJECT NAME

Street
Rehabilitation

Street
Rehabilitation

Southside Avende
Bridge Replacement

Egoleston Avenue
Improvement

Bridge Investment
FProtection Program

Wall Stabilization &
Landslide Correction

City Sidewalks,
Drives, Etc.

City Hillside
Stair Renovation

Impact Attenuators

Hopple-Beekman-
Westwood Northern
Blvd. Intersection

Bridge
Rehabilitation

PROJECT TYFE

Rehabilitation

Rehabilitation

Replacement

Widening &

Channelizing

Rehabilitation

Rehabilitation

& Replacement

Replacement

Rehabhilitation

& Replacement

Installation

Widening

Rehabilitation

FUNDING SOURCE

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
improvement Fund

Incame Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Impraovement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Incaome Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

FUNDING AMUOUNT

$ 7,750,000

1,850,000

1,426,000

385,000

125,000

500,000

375,000

S0, 000

50,000

100,000

310,000



DCTOBER 31, 1989

CINCINNATI CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET,

2 YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

198%

PROJECT NAME

Hopple—Beekman-—
Westwood Northern
Blvd. Intersection

Monastary Street

Guerley Road

Street
Remhabilitation

City Sidewalks,
Drives, Etc.

City Hillside
Stair Renovation

Wall Stabilization &
Landslide Correction

Belmont
Avenue

Brighton
Connection

Calhoun
Street

Clifton
Avenue

Elberon
Avenue

PROJECT TYPE

Widening

Hillside

Stabilization

Widening

Rehabilitation

Replacement

Rehabilitation
& Replacement

Rebabilitatiaon
& Replacement

Widening

Intersection

Improvement

Widening

Realignment

Landslide
Correction

FUNDING SOURCE-

Street Improvement
Bond Fund (from
Issue ! Funds)

income Tax FPerm.
Improvemsnt Fund

Streget Improvement
Bond Fund

Streset Improvement
Bornd Fund

Street. Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

"Street Improvement

Bond Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Ferm.
Improvement Fund

Streel Improvement
Bond Fund

Strest Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

FUNDING AMOUNT

$ 315,000

% 300,000

e

50,000

Ht

1,710,000

] 200,000

$ 190,000

H

500,000

$ 300,000

5 400,000

3 100,000

s 150,000

3 &0, 000



Hamilton
Avenue

Marvland
Avenue

Queen City
Avenue

Rapid Transit Tubes
Under Central Parkway

Stadium/Coliseum
Bridges

Waits
Avenue

Waldvogel
Viaduct

Warsaw/Waldvogel
Ramp

Groesbeck
Road

U.s5. 50/S5ixth
Street Expressway

2 YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

Widening

Landsglide

Correction

Widening

Rehabhilitation

Rehabilitation

Widening

Rehabilitation

Landslide

Correction

Widening

Rehabilitation

Strest Improvement
Bond Fund

Strest Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Impraovement
Bonrnd Fund

Street Improvement
Hond Fund

Street Improvement
Band Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Band Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

200,000

100,000

700,000

300,000

120,000

50, 000

200,000

130,000

100,000

100, 000



City of Cincinnati

Department of Public Works Room 440, City Hall
801 Plum Street

Division of Engineering Cincinnati. Ohio 45202
i i, Ohio

George Rowe
Director

Thomas E. Young
City Engineer

October 31, 198°

Subject: Hamilton Avenue Rehabilitation,
Llanfair Avenue to Corporation Line -
Certification of Useful Life of Issue 2 OPWE Projects

As required by Chapter 1464-1-13 of the Ohio Administrative Code,
I hereby certify that the design useful life of the subject
street rehabilitation project is at least twenty (20) years.

’ﬁ/‘/.\'GW(/

T. E~MYour@y P.E.
City Engineer
(seal) City of Cincinnati

Equal Opportuniry Employer
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D0 wFs e

ITEM NO.

103.03
Special
Special
202
20e
£03
301
403
404
403
604
604
604
04
604
408
408
609
509
409
627
660
1123
&619

ESTIMATED
QUANTITIES

lump

430 s.vy.
130 s.vy.
1,300 s.vy.
21,800 s
S0 ¢
375 c.
630 c
430 c

50 1

4] ea.
21 ea.
i ea.
10 ea.
4 ea.
300 s
&0 3
2,200 1.
200 1
t&0 1
400 s
1500 1.f.
8 ea.

1990 STREET REHABILITATION, STATE ISSUE #2
Hamiltan Avenue

EST. UNIT ESTIMATED

DESCRIPTION FRICE COST

Contract Bond %3,143.00
Part Depth Pavt. Rep{(Conc. Pavt.) $27.00 %12,130.00
Part Depth Pavt. Rep(Flex Pavt.) %25.00 %3,730.00
Rigid Pavt. Removed-Full Depth $£23.00 %32,9500.00
Wearing Course Removed %1.30 s32,700.00
Excavation $353.00 $1,730.00
Bituminous Aggregrate Base{ 9") $83.00 %31,873.00
Asphalt Concrete Leveling Course $42.00 $39,060.00
Asphalt Concrete Surface Course $62.00 %39,060.00
12" Conduit, Type "H" +30.00 %1,500.00
Manhole Adjust to Grade W/0 Ring $173.00 $7,175.00
Yalve Chambers Adjust W/0 Ring $173.00 $3,675.00
5G1 Adjusted To Grade $220,00 $220.00
DGI Adjusted To Grade $230.00 $2,300.00
DGI Repaired & Adjusted To Grade $260.00 %$1,040.00
Handicap Ramp $4.00 $2,000.00C
Concrete Walk %4, 00 $240.00
Concrete Curb Repair,Type P-4 %16.00 $33,200.00
Concrete Curb ,Type S-1 %15.00 $3,000.00
Concrete Curb ,Type L-1 +8.00 %1,280.00
Concrete Driveway $5.00 £2,000.00
Sod Restoration $2.00 3,000,000
Reset Ex. Valve Boxz W/0 Adjusters $110.00 $H80.00
Field DOffice $300.,00

Total Cost $2460,000.00

Contingencies § 20,000.00

Total Cost : $280,000.00

_____ if:; ——— e
T. E ng,
City Enginee

City of Cincinnati



~ City of Cincinnati

Department of Finance Room 250, City Hall
801 Plum Sireet
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

F. A. Dawson
Director

F. X, Wagner
Superintendent

January 22, 1990

Mr, Donald Schramm, P.E., P.S.
Hamilton County Eangineer

700 County Administration Building
138 East Court Street

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Attn: Mr. Joseph Hipfel

Re: Status of funds for local share of 1990 State Issue 2 Project

Dear Mr. Hipfel:

This letter is in follow-up to conversations you have had with the Engineering
Division regarding the status of the City's matching funds for the 1990 State
Issue 2 program.

The local matching share is recommended by the City Manager for funding in the
City's 1990 Capital Improvement Program. The funds are coming from Street
Improvement Bonds which are scheduled for sale on January 31, 1990.

Very truly yours,

e i

F.A. Dawson
Director of Finance

ce: T, Young, Engr.
R. Cordes, Engr.
D. Perry, Engr.
R. Cline, Engr.

Equal Opportunity Employer
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APPLICATION YEAR: 1990

STATE OF OHIO

INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM

DISTRICT 2, HAMILTON COUNTY

PROJECT APPLICATICN

e s L A e e g L B R T e aE

Jurisdiction/Agaency: CITY OF CINCINMNATI Popuiation (1980): 385,000

Project Title: STREET REHABILITATION - HAMILTON AVENUE

Project Idantification and Location: HAMILTON AVENUE FROM LLANFAIR TO

THE CORPORATION LINE.

Typa of Project: Kehabilitation Igﬂ FRepliacs= [] Bettzrmaent™ [:]

(mark more than onz box if thsrs ars zxpansio Temznts such as 2
4

n o=
Tana bridgs being replaced with a lanz bridas)

Explanation of Bezitarment Elemsents of frojzct™:

koad Ez] Bridgs [j " Flood contrel system (stormwatsr) [:

Latajled bDescription of Erojsct™™: KEMABILITATION UF EXISTLING RUADWAY ,

INCLUDING REPAILR AND REPLACEMENT OF CURB, REMOVAL OF EXISTING ASPHALT

SUREFACE WHERE NEEDED, BASE & JOINT REPAIRS, INLET & CONNECTION PIPE

REFAIRS, CASTING ADJUSTMENTS AND RESURFACING WITH ASPHALTIC CONCRETE.

Type of Issue 2 Funds: bistrict 2 Eﬂ Small Government E]
wWater/Sewer Rotary ] Emergency Ej

" Soe definition of Betterment attached.
"™ Attach adgitiona1 sheets if necessary.

Page 1



£

of  the total infrastructure within ths jurisdiction which is simiiar to
the infrastructure of this projsct, what parcentage can ba ciassifiesd
as baing poor to very poor in condition, adesquacy and/or
sarviceability.
Typical examples arsa:

Foad percantage= Miles of road that are poor to vary poor

Total milezage of road within jurisdiction
Storm pa2rcentags= tength of storm sewers that ars peoor to very poor

Total 1=2ngth of storm sswar within jurisdiction

Bridge percentage= Number of bridges that are poor to very poor
Numbar of bridgses within jurisdiction

ROAD FERCENTAGE = MILES POCR = 200 = 21.9%
TOTAL MILES 8915

What is tha condition of thes infrastructurs to be replacsd or
repairesd? For bridgss, base condition on latest gen=ral appraisal and
condition rating. :

Clos=d Fair to poor

Extremzly poorn Fair

Poor 25 tiood

& Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of th=z
present facility such as: 1inadzquats load capacity (bridge), surface
typa and width, structural condition of surface, substandard: barm
width, gradss, curvas, sight distances, drainags structures, sanitary
sawers, and water mains. List the age of the infrastructure to b=
repaired or replaced using one of the following categories: lzss than
20 years, 20-29 years, 30-39 yesars, 40-49 years, 50 years or oldear

FPAVEMENT SHOWS SIGN OF SEVERE WEAR - PAVEMENT FAILURES, HEAVED

JOINTS, SPALLED AND DETERIORATED CURB, INLET FATLURES, AND GENERAL

DETERTORATION OF EXISTING ROADWAY. AGE OF PAVEMENT I35 35 YEARS (+-).

Fags 2



re awarded, how soon (in ws2=2ks or months)

If &State Issus 2 Tunds ar
rezmant with GPWC would the op=ning of bids

after complztion of ths ag
ocour?

W pleass indicate thz currsnt status of the projsct dsvalopment by

circiing the appropriate answers below.
5 No ‘Iﬂiﬂ.

by Preliminary devslopmant or enginzsring comp]eted?c:::::) No N/ A

(b

a) Has the Consultant bssn sslected?.....oovuvvan Y

¢) Detailed construction plans completad?..... Caee Yas CEED N/ A
dy A1l right-of-way acquired?..... .o Yas No (jji:)
2) Utility coordination completed?......vvvvvveenen Yes N/ A

Give estimate of times, in wssks or months, to complsts any item abovs
not ya2t compistad. WITHIN 3 MONTHS OF APPROVAL BY OPWC, ALL ABOVE

WORK WILL B& COMPLETED =0 THAT PROJECTSE CAN BE AWARDED IN 1990.

How will thz proposed infrastructure activity iJmpact +the genzral
hzaith, wslfars, and saftsty of the sszrvice aresa.

@ Whars applticabls, comment on th= following:

a) Ovarall safsty, including accidant reduction {accidant records
should ba attachad, if availablz).

b) Emergzncy vehicle re2sponsz tims (fire, polics, & madical)

¢) Other factors (i.=., fire protection, health hazards, atc.)

d) Additional Usarr Costs - The additional distance and time for the
us=rs to travsl a detour or an alternats route

2) When project is compieted, how will it impact adjacent businesses?

WILL ASSIST IN MAINTAINING CURRENT TAX BASE AND ALSO PROVIDE

SATISFACTORY ROAD NETWORK FOR FUTURE DEVELOPMENT.

FPage 3



Arﬂ matching funds availablz? (i.e. Federal, State, MRF, Local, =tc.)
YES

To what a2xt=nt of anticipatesd construciion cost?

50%

® List the type and amount of funds being suppliad by the Tocal
ageEncy. This amount may bes from local, Fadaral, state, Municipal Road
Fund (MRF), or othasr sources. Expiain additional funding through
other sources besing applied for or rsaczived for ths projszct. Also,
zxplain any nsad to accumulate funds for construction at a latsr date.
Complete LOCAL FUNDING SOURCES on Fage 6.

& Tha local agency shall supply a minimum of 10% of the anticipated
construction cost. Additionaliy, thes iocal agency shall pay for all
costs of  engin=aring, iJnspsction of construction, right of way, and
the betterment portion of the projsct. Completz ESTIMATED COS5T OF

FROJECT, on Page 6.

Has any formal action by a fedaral, state, or Tocal government agsncy
resulted {in a partial ban or compT 2tz ban of thsz usz or =xpansion of
use for the involvad infrastructure? NO

® Are thare any roads or streats within the proposad proj=ct Timits
that have waighit Timits (partial ban) or truck rastrictions {complists
ban}? Hzve any bridges had weight 1imits imposed on tham (partial
ban) or fruck prohibitions (complzte ban)? Have tha issuance of naw
Building permits bessn 1imited (partial ban) or haltad (compliete ban)
becausz the =xisting storm/sanitary szwar or watezr supply system in a
particular arsa 1is inadequate? Locumsnt with sp=cific information
sxplaining what type of Dban currzsntly exists and th= agzncy that
impossd the ban. NO

Wwhat s +the total number of =axisting users that wiil benefit as a
result of the proposed proj=ct? Use appropriate criteria such as
households, traffic counts, ridership figures Tfor public transit,
daily users, etc., and =quats to an =qual mzasurement of us=rs.

® for roads and bridgss, multiply current documented Averags Daily
Traffic by 1.2 occupants per car (I.T.E. 2stimatzd conversion factor)
to datermine usars per day. Kkidership figures for public transit must
ba documented. where th2 facility currently has any restrictions or
is partially closed, use documentad traffic counts prior to
restriction. For storm sewers, sanitary sewers, water Tings, and
other related facilities, multiply the number of households in the
service area by four (4) to determins the approximate number of users
per day.

ADT = 20,000 USERS = 24,000

FPag= U



8.

The applticant has conductad a study of 1its existing capital
improvements and their condition. A Tive vyear overall Capital
Improvemant PRlan {that shall bs updated annuaily) is attachsd or on
File with the DRistirict # Integrating Committze for ths currant yzar or
shall be submitted by March 31 of the program year. The Plan shaltl
include thz Tollowing:

a) An  inventory of - a2xisting capital improvemsnts, including their
condition,

b) A plan that details capital improvements nssds during ths naxt five
years and,

c) A list of ths political subdivision's prierities in addressing
these nzeds.

(T

=

Tha attached Form 1 shall be complsted for those projects which are
being submittad for Issue 2 funds.

Is +the dinfrastructurs to bs improvad part o7 a facitity that has
ragional significanc=?  (Numbsr of jurisdictions servad, s5izz of
service araa, trip T=ngths or lengths of routz, Tunctional
classitTication)

THIS STREET 15 PART OF THE FEDERAL AID PRIMARY SYSTEM AND 13

CLASSTFIED A3 A PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL,

Fage &



i0.) ESTIMATED COST OF PROJECT

ACTIVITY IS50E 2 FUNDS

Planning, Design, Enginzering {100% Local)
Right-0f-Way/k=al Fropserty {100% Local)
Inspaction of Construction {(100% Local)
Construction and Contingsncias 4 130,000
Batterment Fortion {100% Local)

Subtotal $ 130,000
Grand Total (Issue 2 Funds PJus Local Fundsj).......

LOCAL FUNDING SOURCES

Municipal Road Fund {MKF)
state Fuel & Licens= Funds
tocal koad Tax=as

Local Bond or Opesrating Funds

Misc. Funds (Zpscifty)

Total Local Funds

## Thase numbers must be identical

Page ©

Lo

LOCAL FUNDS

8,000

N/ A

12,000

150,000

N/A

tio,0u00

K

300,000

170,000

/0,000

A &




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

LOCAL ABILITY TO PAY

A, Previous Capital Budget For Infrastructure Projects#

Budget is based on expenditures chgppropriations)* {Circle aone)

Funding (in thousands Y% of TOTAL % af TOTAL Capitel
aof dollars) expenditures/ budget USED FOR
appropriations INFRASTRUCTURE
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT
1996 $___ 8,352 — 12 i 38 %
1987 $_14,783 o i A _a8 %
1988 $_14,019 11 ” 33 %
1989 $_26,703 15 % o 73 %
(est.)
B. Projected Capital Budget For Infrastructure Projects#

—

Budget is based on expenditures or(apprgpriatinns)* {Circle one)

Funding (in thousands % of TOTAL Y% of TOTAL Capital
of dollars) expenditures/ budget USED FOR
appropriations INFRASTRUCTURE
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT
1990 % 32,125 . 16 % ) 80 %
1991 $ 31,107 17 (] 70 Y/
1992 $_34,124 17 % 80 Y

* Use only funds expended or appropriated for construction CONTRACTS.

Briefly explain any significant Reduction (10% or more) in projected
expendi tures or appropriations for 1989-92 as compared to actual
expenditures or appropriations for previous years. (It i= the intent of

Issue 2 to SUPPLEMENT local capital funds, not REPLACE them.)
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yes  the Jjurisdictien utilize any of the following methods for funding
urces? {(circle answey)
Local inCome ta8X... .o envnnncvronss (:::) Mo
Permissive license plate fee.......... No
Bridge and road leviesS......vaanneens Yas
Tax incremant financing and/or........ Mo
capital improvement bond issues
Direct user fTees..... e e e e e e Ne
Permit fees and fines. ... ... Mo
3. AUTHORIZATION
The applicant hersby affirms that local funds will be provided if this
project is selected.
yte: Attach with application

Ny photographs, reports, plans or
ther available data on the

"o ject.

o __Boom 152, LCITY HALL

B0l PLiM STREET

CIMCINNATI., OHIO 45202 CITY MANAGER
ddress Position
(913) 352-3241 __Clrty OF CINCIMNNATI
hone (Work) Local Jurisdiction/Agency
-0

FPage B8



NOTE THAT THIS FORM -IS BEING OFFERED FOR

APPLYING JURISDICTION/AGENCIES: INFORMATION PURPOSES ONLY. IT WILL BE
. FILLED OUT BY THE SUPPORT STAFF, BASED ON
INFORMATION SUPPLIED ON APPLICATION FORMS.

OBIO'S TNFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM (ISSUE #2)
DISTRICT 2 — HAMILTON COUNTY

1990 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA

JURISDICTION/AGENCY: C};—)/ = Q/&‘//ﬁé//ﬁ;/

-

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION: < gt/ PP ose~ 2y

/ffg@_’/_/.c,ra,a/ ,/4%«?5///5 g, T, —
g g e T 2 L

PROPOSED FUNDING:

5/6 S s 2 S fZ——/ 4

ELIGIBLE CATEGORY:

e St 2 L T T

POINTS

Type of Project

\

10 points - Bridge, road, storm water.
3 points - All other type projects.

4:ZZ 2. 1If Issue 2 Funds are awarded, how soon after the agreement
with OPWC is completed would bids occur?

10 points - Will be ‘let in 19990
5 points - Likely to be let in 1990
0 points -~ Not likely to be let in 1990



N

&

What is the <condition and/or serviceability of the
infrastructure to be replaced or repaired. . For bridges, base
condition on latest general appraisal and condition rating.

10 points - Closed

8 points - Extremely Poor
6 points - Poor

4 points - Fair to Poor

2 points - Fair

0 points - Good

0of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is
similar to the infrastructure of this project, what portion
can be classified as being in poor to very poor in condition,
and/or inadequate in service.

10 points - 50% and over
8 points - 40% and over
6 points - 30% and over
4 points - 20% and over
2 points - 10% and over

How important is the project to the health, welfare and
safety of the public and the citizens of the district and/or
the service area?

10 points - Significant importance
8 points -

6 points - Moderate importance

4 points -

2 points - Minimal importance

What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

\¢ 204, points - Poor
“ 3§ points -

w2 points - Fair
4 8 points -
7 & points - Excellent

Are matching funds for this project available? {(i.e.,
Federal, State, MRF, Local, etc.). To what extent of
estimated construction cost?

10 points - More than 50%
8 points - 40-50% and over
6 points - 30-49% and over
4 points - 20-29% and over
2 points - 10-19% and over



Has any formal action by a Federal, State or local
governmental agency resulted in a partial or complete ban of
the use or expansion of use for the involved infrastructure?
This includes reduced weight limits on bridges.

10 points - Complete ban
5 points - Partial ban
0 points - No action -

What is the total number of existing users that will benefit
as a result of the proposed project. Use appropriate
criteria such as households, traffic count, public transit,
daily users, etc. and equate to an equal measurement of

persons.

5 points - Over 10,000

4 points - Over 7,500 to 9,999 -
3 points - Over 5,000 to 7,499

2 points - Over 2,500 to 4,999

1 points - Under 2,449

Does the infrastructure have regional impact? (May consider
size of service area, trip length or total length of route,
number of Jjurisdictions, functional classification, etc.)

5 points - Major impact

4 points -

3 points - Moderate impact
2 points -

1 points - Minimal impact

< E TOTAL POINTS

76;7'//% = =

Reviewer Names

o S g //{//z-// v

7 Date



